GENERAL COMMENTS
The paper is much improved from the first submission. I took the liberty of manually suggesting minor edits throughout (see the attached PDF file).
-The reviewer also provided a marked copy with additional comments. Please contact the publisher for full details.
REVIEWER

Yuanyuan Li
School of Public Health, Tongji Medical college, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, China REVIEW RETURNED 19-Jan-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
1. Line 170, there should be a new line character before 2.7 Quality control. 2. According to the reference the authors cited, the exposure of chromium measured in soil and air is the total chromium but not hexavalent chromium. As chromium exists in several oxidation states, the results that "exposure to hexavalent chromium can pose damage to lipids and DNA for people living nearby the pollutant sources" in present study may be convincing. 3. Table 1 , the authors should also present 25th and 75th concentrations because authors may be curious that how many samples have concentrations near the Max. Although the Wilcoxon rank test to compare exposure and non-exposure group is significant, the Chromium level of groundwater in the exposed area seemed almost same as the unexposed area except the maximum level (2.5mg/L). 4. The most awkward issue is that the authors have presented the levels of oxidative parameters of exposed and non-exposed group in Table 2 , then what did they want to show in Table 3 ? The results in Table 3 were from multiple linear regression analysis. Why didn't they present the beta coefficients?
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer 1 Comment: The paper is much improved from the first submission. I took the liberty of manually suggesting minor edits throughout (see the attached PDF file).
Response: Thank you for your careful work. We have corrected the sentences according to your specific comments.
Reviewer 2 Comment 1: Line 170, there should be a new line character before 2.7 Quality control. Response: Thank you for your suggestion. We have corrected it in the revised manuscript.
Comment 2: According to the reference the authors cited, the exposure of chromium measured in soil and air is the total chromium but not hexavalent chromium. As chromium exists in several oxidation states, the results that "exposure to hexavalent chromium can pose damage to lipids and DNA for people living nearby the pollutant sources" in present study may be convincing. Response: Thank you very much for your advice. It is true that we could only measure total chromium levels in soil and air and we could not verify the causality between Cr(VI) exposure and health risk, so it is not appropriate to draw the conclusion that "exposure to hexavalent chromium can pose damage to lipids and DNA for people living nearby the pollutant sources". Given this study is a cross-sectional study, the results should be the description of people's oxidative levels in exposed and unexposed areas. Thus, we drew a conclusion that "people living in Cr(VI) exposed areas have higher lipids and DNA damage levels than unexposed areas" (line 312) .
Comment 3: Table 1 , the authors should also present 25th and 75th concentrations because authors may be curious that how many samples have concentrations near the Max. Although the Wilcoxon rank test to compare exposure and non-exposure group is significant, the Chromium level of groundwater in the exposed area seemed almost same as the unexposed area except the maximum level (2.5mg/L). Response: Thank you for your advice. We have added Q1 and Q3 in Table1. Among the 13 groundwater samples collected in exposed areas, 6 of them are greater than 0.05mg/L which is the standard of drinking water of China. While all the groundwater samples collected in unexposed areas are all below the detection limit (0.004mg/L).
Comment 4: The most awkward issue is that the authors have presented the levels of oxidative parameters of exposed and non-exposed group in Table 2 , then what did they want to show in Table  3 ? The results in Table 3 were from multiple linear regression analysis. Why didn't they present the beta coefficients? Response: Thank you for your comments. The presentation of oxidative levels in Table 2 and Table 3 is indeed overlapping. We delete the description of oxidative levels in Table 2 . The "Lsmeans±SE" in Table 3 shows the least square mean value which is adjusted for possible confounders. The aim of Table 3 is to compare the oxidative levels between exposed group and non-exposed group after adjusting possible confounders. We have added beta coefficients of the variable whether exposed to hexavalent chromium in Table 3 , and other variables beta coefficients are shown in Appendix A and Appendix B.
VERSION 2 -REVIEW
REVIEWER
Yuanyuan Li
School of Public Health, Tongji medical college, Huazhong University of Science and Technology REVIEW RETURNED 28-Mar-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
The manuscript has been proved a lot. It can be accepted now.
REVIEWER
Linda L Remy PhD University of California, San Francisco, United States REVIEW RETURNED 09-Apr-2018
GENERAL COMMENTS
Each draft has gotten stronger. I am attaching a file showing minor edits that I suggest. Now for some general comments.
The first comment has to do with the various ways the authors identify hexavalent chromium. My sense has always been that after an abbreviation is introduced (Cr(VI)) it should always be used. Also, sometimes I am not sure if the authors are describing CR3 or Cr6. They should review the paper for every reference to the chemical and standardize so there are no confusions as to what they are describing.
In the abstract, I crossed out the P-values, as my sense is they are not usually put in the abstract, but I leave that to the journal editors to decide.
I do not clearly understand what the authors are describing on page 6 of 51, paragraph 2.5.
On page 9 of 51 the authors seem to be saying the same thing over and over. That paragraph needs editing to be more clear as to what they are describing.
On page 16 of 51, first paragraph. needs editing but I could not figure it out. Hoping the authors can find a better way to describe the study they are referencing. Comparing a drinking to non-drinking group, but open the sentence with "In young alcohol drinkers, blah blah."
Again, the manuscript is much improved and with a few minor edits should be published.
VERSION 2 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer 1
Comment: I am attaching a file showing minor edits that I suggest.
Comment: The first comment has to do with the various ways the authors identify hexavalent chromium. My sense has always been that after an abbreviation is introduced (Cr (VI)) it should
